The Thackwra family were tenants of the Abbot of St. Mary of Fountains, Yorkshire in the fourteenth century. They continued as unambitious small landowners and farmers until the death of a childless Thomas (Rook, 1969) . Thomas Gray was one of their patients; on 10 July, 1764 he wrote to Wharton, 'the fault lay in deferring matters too long and upon inspection they found no reason to apprehend a fistula, but the piles only in an extreme degree, that threatened mortification. Nine or 10 strokes of the lancet and the application of a caustic with fomentations innumerable I suffered manfully: indeed the pain in idea is much greater than in reality'. And later in the same year he wrote to Mary Antrobus '. . . I am no friend to Surgeons and in this case particularly (as the seat of her malady is so near a very tender part, that is not to be trifled with) I should by no means suffer them to proceed to any operation without the professor's* inspection and advice. If he declares it necessary let her not be frighted at the sight of steel, for I can tell her upon some experience, that one half hour * The Regius Professor of Physic, Russell Plumptre (1709 -1793 13 Arthur Rook of the pain she undergoes from her illness is more than all she will suffer from Mr Thackeray's hand' (Toynbee and Whibley, 1935 The Thackerays and Medicine a Fellow Commoner at Emmanuel College. In 1804 however Sir Isaac Pennington the Regius Professor of Physic unexpectedly refused to allow him to keep an act for a first degree in medicine, on the grounds that the Elizabethan statutes excluded him because he was in professional practice. The controversy which followed this refusal aroused great interest at the time (Winstanley, 1955) . The Vice-Chancellor Dr. Davy, who had remained in practice as a physician after his election as Master of Caius College in 1803, called a meeting of the Heads which opposed Pennington's interpretation of the Statute. There was much sympathy for Thackeray and much criticism of the Heads. In 1815 they rescinded the unwelcome interpretation and in the same year Thackeray was readmitted a Fellow Commoner of Emmanuel; he took his M.B. in 1815, the M.L. in 1817 and proceeded M.D. in 1820.
On 5 May the following letter from Thackeray was read to the Weekly Meeting at Addenbrooke's Hospital. 'Gentlemen, The University having granted me a Licence to practise as a Physn. I beg leave to resign the office of Surgn. to your benevolent Institution. Connected with the Hospital for so many years I cannot relinquish the important situation in which your confidence placed me without considerable regret; and tho' I shall cease to be one of your Surgns, I shall ever feel deeply interested in the welfare of your Establishment and shd. a vacancy occur in its Medical Department it will always be an object of my ambition to serve as one of your Physicians.' During the next ten years Thackeray, who as a subscriber remained a Governor, was active in hospital affairs. He was elected Physician in 1827 when the next vacancy occurred on the retirement of Thomas Ingle.* In 1843 he had submitted his resignation under a recent regulation that medical staff should resign after twelve years. This regulation had been introduced as part of a scheme to remove from the staff the older surgeons to make room for younger men such as George Murray Humphry who were keen and competent to develop clinical teaching (Rook, 1970) . 'Dr Haviland proposed and Mr Mortlock seconded and it was unanimously resolved that the Board duly appreciating the motives which have led Dr Thackeray and Dr Bondt to tender their resignations, at the same time feeling that the loss of their valuable services would be very injurious to the interests of the Charity, Request that these Gentlemen would withdraw their resignations and consent to continue to hold their Offices the duties of which they have so admirably performed'. Thackeray agreed to resume his duties and he finally resigned on 10 March 1845, when he was appointed consulting physician.
Thackeray's services to the hospital over half a century had been considerable. He was assiduous in his attendance at Weekly Meetings and served on many subcommittees, often as chairman. In 1844 he presented the hospital with the London Medical Gazette and a number of books. He wrote 'I have always thought that it would be a great benefit to our Hospital if there was attached to it a medical library not only for the use of the students but as a means of reference to the medical officers. With this feeling I beg to offer to your institution a few books as a foundation and should you think it as advantageous as I do I shall be able to make a considerable addition to it and I hope that the neighbouring surgeons may be permitted to partake of the advan-* Thomas Ingle (1765-1838) M.D. Fellow of Peterhouse; elected physician in 1793.
Arthur Rook tages of such a library if it ever assumes a form to deserve the name, and from the liberality of the Public I have no doubt on the subject'. The governors set up a subcommittee under the chairmanship of Lord Godolphin, which recommended that a library be established under the care of the House Apothecary. Hospital funds could be used for shelves but not for the purchase of books.
Thackeray had earlier shown his interest in improving library facilities. In 1832 he had been a founder member of the Cambridge Medical Book Club, which survived until 1865.
Of Thackeray's medical activities at the hospital the minutes have nothing to record. He certainly built up a very large practice. According to his sister (Pryme and Bayne, 1879) he was well known far beyond Cambridge. She quotes from a letter from Edward Jenner to Sir Charles Morgan in which he refers to Frederic as 'his able and excellent friend and one of those enlightened men who will be sure to welcome vaccination and exchange lances with its opponents'. In 1802, together with his fellow surgeons at Addenbrooke's Hospital, he offered 'to inoculate with vaccine matter such persons as might be referred for that purpose' (Minute Books 1802). In 1808 he had occasion to exchange lances with Sir Isaac Pennington who had publicly expressed his doubts about the efficacy of vaccination. Thackeray wrote to the editor of the Cambridge Chronicle: SIR, In your paper of last week, Sir Isaac Pennington has brought the subject of vaccination in this place again under discussion, and has stated that he has laid before the College of Physicians twenty-five cases of its failure. If the Professor's opinion was well founded, he would certainly have been culpable in concealing it; but if not, he is deeply responsible for the evil it will occasion. The authority of his name may shake the confidence of many, who, for years past, have considered their children as safe from all danger of infection; and it will tend to check the future progress of a system, which every friend of humanity must at least wish to be successful. The Report* of the Jennerian Society, I thought, had satisfied the most rational part of the community; and I saw with pleasure the inhabitants of our villages submit to vaccination, under a conviction of its security. Their confidence, I trust, is not misplaced, and I feel myself justified from the attention I have paid to this very important subject, in calling upon the public, at least to suspend their judgment till the evidence on which the Professor's assertions are founded is made known. It is impossible to know or even guess all the cases which compose the document sent to the College of Physicians, but having reason to think that some of the sixteen examined by the Jennerian Society form a part, I must remind the public, that its report declares, 'it did not appear that a single case of the small-pox occurred there, after regular and complete vaccination'; that in several of the reputed failures 'there was only a festering of the arms', and that the 'chicken-pox was mistaken for the small-pox'. Such was the opinion of many other medical men; and I appeal to many of your readers, whether they are not acquainted with cases which Sir L. Pennington pronounced to be small-pox, though the same eruption had attacked three children in the same family, two of whom only had been vaccinated, and the third had had the small-pox. It is also well known, that several children have been inoculated for the small-pox after vaccination, and because in some of these the arms festered, Sir I. P. declared them to have the small-pox, tho' no eruption appeared. These cases were seen by other medical men, who thought very differently; and I will venture to say, that if any number of persons who had already undergone the small-pox, were re-inoculated for that disorder, the arms of a large proportion of them would fester, and a slight fever would follow; this not unfrequently happens, when the re-inoculation is occasioned by accidental contact, and many a parent has experienced it, who has nursed her child under this afflicting malady. I should long since have laid before the public some remarks on the supposed failures in this *See the Chronicle of Sept. 3.
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The Thackerays and Medicine place, had I imagined a belief in them existed in the minds of any, except a few prejudiced persons, who opposed the very introduction of vaccination, before its failures were suspected, and every known fact was favourable; and until Sir I. Pennington condescends to lay the particulars of his statement before your readers, he must not expect his bare assertion will influence the judgment of cool and dispassionate enquirers, nor will he easily persuade them, that he only is in the right on this subject, and that the College of Physicians and most scientific men at home and abroad are in an error.
Yours In his later years he was prominent in university offices. In 1835 and on several other occasions he was chosen a member of the Caput, the autocratic body any member of which could prevent a Grace from reaching the Senate. The Caput consisted (Winstanley, 1955) of the Vice-Chancellor, a doctor from each of the faculties of divinity, law and medicine, and one Regent and one non-Regent Master of Arts. Thackeray was also a member of 'The Family', the most exclusive of university dining clubs.
The letters to his mother of William Makepeace Thackeray (Ray, 1945) , who came to Trinity College as an undergraduate in 1829, give us a young man's impressions of the older generations who received their young relative very warmly (Ray 1955 In 1812 Thackeray settled in Northampton but there was as yet no hospital there and he found that private practice alone offered him too little experience. He therefore moved to Bedford in 1814 at the suggestion ofDr. G. D. Yeats, physician to the Bedford Infirmary, who had resigned with the intention of practising in London. Thackeray was elected physician to the infirmary the same year. The following year he married Susannah, the daughter of Joseph Harden, a prosperous surgeon of Northampton.
The Bedford Infirmary ( fig. 2) , which was opened in August 1803, had been founded by Samuel Whitbread, the brewer, who died in 1796. The medical staff in 1814 consisted of one physician and two surgeons, Charles Short and John Pulley. Thackeray acquired a large practice but devoted much of his time and his personal fortune to the affairs of the infirmary. He set himself four main objectives all of which he ultimately achieved.
With the encouragement of his wife, who contributed £100 in 1823, he persuaded the governors to establish a fund to support a permanent full-time chaplain. Two years later he himself contributed £100 to the fund and the Duke of Bedford, the Infirmary's Grand Visitor, gave £100, a fee for Thackeray's professional services. By
The Thackerays and Medicine 1831 the Chaplaincy fund had reached £727. lOs. Od., and after a further appeal the first chaplain was appointed later in the same year.
In 1825 Thackeray made a passionate plea for the enlargement of the infirmary, and he, his wife and his mother-in-law made substantial contributions to the funds for this purpose. Additional accommodation for thirty patients was opened in 1828.
In 1829 Thackeray drew the governors' attention to the fact that, although Addenbrooke's Hospital and the recently opened Northampton Infirmary were general hospitals, the Bedford Infirmary restricted its admissions to patients living in Bedfordshire. He said that he had on occasions broken the rules and admitted deserving cases from neighbouring counties but had always himself paid the maintenance charges of such patients. He felt that since many of the poor were compelled to leave their homes in search of work common interest 'required reciprocity of accommodation and relief'. In 1831 the governors passed a resolution 'That this Institution be hereby formally declared a General Infirmary open to the sick and necessitous poor of all Counties and all Nations....'.
In 1829 Thackeray urged upon the governors the need for a medical library. He presented about 400 of his own books, and so effectively persuaded local practitioners to give books that by the following year the library contained 1000 volumes. At this point a Medical Reading Society was founded; the society's books, after circulation, were to be placed in the hospital library, to which members would have free access.
Thackeray's final achievement, in which he was a pioneer, was the establishment of a pension fund for hospital employees.
Joseph Thackeray is described by his sister (Pryme and Bayne, 1879) as a tall slender man with a fresh complexion, who paid great attention to his dress; he usually wore a blue or green coat with gilt buttons, a buff waistcoat, pleated shirt frills of the finest cambric and top boots. In his last illness all the medical men of the town and neighbourhood took turns to watch by his bedside and assembled each evening for consultation, when they were joined by his brother Frederic from Cambridge.
He died on 5 July, 1832, one of the first victims of the cholera epidemic, and was granted a public funeral. The members of parliament for the town and the county posted down from London after a debate to act as pall-bearers. The letter conveyed Thackeray's dying wish 'that the Governors should inform all candidates for the appointment of Physician to the Charity that they were not to practise surgery in conjunction with physic, as he had seen the baneful consequence of such a practice at the Northampton Infirmary'. The governors discussed this letter Arthur Rook at some length before proceeding to elect Dr. Witt as their physician. Thackeray was certainly looking to the future for it is doubtful whether any hospital physician in a small town could have supported himself had he not engaged in general practice. FREDERIC THACKERAY, 1736 -1782 Frederic, the fifth son of the Archdeacon, and a younger brother of Thomas, was born in 1736 at Haydon in Essex. He graduated M.B. of St. John's College, Cambridge, in 1764 and then settled at Windsor as a physician. His sister (Pryme and Bayne, 1879) claims that he was 'the favourite medical attendant of George III' but there is no record of his name in the index of Royal Households at Windsor or in the papers of the Lord Chamberlain's Office. His name does not appear in the private papers of George III (Mackworth-Young, 1969 He is said to have been an ardent Whig in his politics but the sentiments attributed to him by his sister (Pryme and Bayne, 1879) suggest a strong tinge of conservatism: 'I have heard him say that when he first commenced practice there were sixteen physicians within a radius of forty miles, all of them educated either at Cambridge or Oxford, and that when he should die there would not be one left. So much had the provincial profession fallen off in its dignity, owing to the infusion into it of less well-educated men'.
DISCUSSION
Medicine is traditionally a profession in which son has often followed father. There are indeed families in which the succession has continued without interruption through many generations-e.g. the Dimsdales in Hertfordshire (Munby, 1968) . Most such families were general practitioners, and the goodwill of the practice, and often the house, formed part of the son's inheritance. In many provincial towns during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries two or more generations served on the staff of the hospital but the hospital physician or surgeon in a small town was in fact in general practice and here too a commercial asset could be transferred to the son.
The Thackeray family illustrates the same principle in so far as Frederic took over the house and practice of his father Thomas. However the personal influence and example of Thomas must have been the main force which drew four of his sons into medicine. Indeed we know that Joseph entered medicine somewhat unwillingly merely because he believed that his father would have wished him to do so. Three of the four sons made important and strikingly similar contributions to the development of hospital medicine in their different towns, and although all were successful in practice it was for their promotion of hospital expansion and reform that they were chiefly remarkable.
It is interesting too that medicine failed to attract the next generation. Only Thomas James entered the profession and he soon gave up practice. The later Thackerays made their mark as academics, authors or administrators, diplomats or soldiers. Perhaps by the nineteenth century the profession seemed to have less to offer a family whose fortunes and social status were by now well established.
